Table G
POOR/RURAL COUNTIES

COUNTY POOR’ RURAL?
Adams X
Ashland X
Bayfield X
Buffalo X
Burnett X
Clark X
Crawford X
Florence X
Forest X
Iron X
Jackson X
Lafayette X
Juneau X
Langlade X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X

Marquette
Menominee
Pepin

Polk

Price
Richland
Rusk
Sawyer
Taylor
Trempealeau
Vernon
Vilas
Washburmn
Waushara
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'Per Capita Income in Lower 25% of U.S. Counties or Percent of Persons Living Below
Poverty Level Greater Than 10%

*Fewer Than 10% of Population Living in Communities of 2,500 or More or Persons
Per Square Mile Less Than 40



Table H

OWI AND RELATED CONVICTIONS BY VIOLATION COUNTY
AND REPEAT OFFENDER STATUS

% Convictions to,
. eat
County | ise 2nd  3rd = 4th 5th 6th 7th Bth 9th  10th  1ith  12th  13th
ADAMS 104 31 19 6 4 3 2 (] 0 0 0 0 0 169 38.5%
ASHLAND 69 37 21 10 3 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 144 521%
BARRON 183 44 34 11 8 9 1 0 0 0 (4] 0 0 290 36.9%
BAYFIELD 105 40 12 . 8 2 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 169 37.9%
BROWN 1,019 297 147 63 23 4 %3 1 0 0 (1] o 0 1,557 34.6"
BUFFALO 46 17 12 6 3 0 0 0 0 0 (4] 0 o 84 45.2%
BURNETT 74 25 16 9 6 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 132 43.9%
CALUMET 111 48 20 4 = 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 189 41.3%
CHIPPEWA 231 41 37 14 11 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 338 31.7%
CLARK 144 41 24 12 4 0 1 0 0 0 ] 4] 0 226 36.3%
COLUMBIA 388 109 922 32 10 6 3 0 0 0 ] 0 0 640 39.4%
CRAWFORD 41 8 ¥ 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 58 29.3%
DANE 1,906 477 277 130 63 22 6 1 1 0 0 0 0 2,883 33.9%
DODGE 300 76 43 23 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 447 329%
DOOR 172 72 29 12 6 4 0 0 0 0 4] 0 0 295 41.7%
DOUGLAS 209 68 37 15 9 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 341 38.7%
DUNN 279 n 37 27 5 2 2 1 0 0 1] 1 1 426 34.5%
EAU CLAIRE 373 112 60 24 15 2 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 588 36.6%
FLORENCE 15 11 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 33 54.5%
FOND DU LAC 332 93 54 18 6 3 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 509 34.8%
FOREST 62 20 23 13 4 1 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 127 51.2%
GRANT 153 41 25 6 2 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 227 326%
GREEN 123 43 30 12 5 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 217 43.3%
GREEN LAKE 124 35 25 12 4 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 202 38.6%
IOWA 27 28 11 10 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 150 35.3%
TRON 35 ¥ 5 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 52 327%
JACKSON 110 34 27 . 16 3 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 192 42.7%
JEFFERSON in 126 67 . 30 4 3 4 1 0 -0 0 0- 0 606 38.8%
JUNEAU 135 47 29 13 6" 2 0 1 "0 4] 4] 0 o 233 42.1%
KENOSHA 572 114 68 33 9 3 2 2 0 o 0 0 0 803 28.8%
KEWAUNEE 76 20 10 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 -0 111 31.5%
LA CROSSE 527 160 78 42 17 5 0 1 0 0 o 0 0 830 36.5%
LAFAYETTE 47 %6 6 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 72 34.7%
LANGLADE 73 16 7 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 101 21.7%
LINCOLN - 108 . 34 19 11 4 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 178 39.3%
MANITOWOC 414 © 149 70 28 1c 2 1 0 0 2 | 0 0 0 675 38.7%
MARATHON 423 126 117 56 19 2 1 1 0 0 0 0. 0 745 43.2%
MARINETTE 256 T4 40 22 5 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 399 35.8%
MARQUETTE 59 29 24 7 5 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 125 528%
MENOMINEE 24 - 1 3 2 1 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 226%
MILWAUKEE 2,074 410 238 103 37 19 6 1 0 0 0 0 0 2,888 28.2%
MONROE 168 69 41 16° 13 2 1 0 0 o 0 0 0 310 45.8%
OCONTO 84 31 20 6 3 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 144 41.7%
ONEIDA 186 55 36 17 9 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 307 39.4%
OUTAGAMIE 869 243 141 65 32 11 6 1 2 0 L] 0 0 1,370 36.6%
OZAUKEE 350 97 42 16 10 4 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 519 326%
PEPIN 31 - 3 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 43 21.9%
PIERCE 138 38 20 6 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 207 33.3%
POLK 158 63 3 14 6 3 1 1 0 0 0 ] 0 277 43.0%
PORTAGE 296 70 44 15 9 5 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 441 329%
PRICE 66 13 7 4 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 92 28.3%
RACINE 663 152 77 . 25 12 5 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 935 29.1%
RICHLAND 70 25 13 6 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 117 40.2%
ROCK 588 196 103 52 23 8 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 973 39.6%
RUSK 53 11 12 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 77 31.2%
ST. CROIX 299 78 51 20 7 3 3 1 0 0 1] 0 0 462 35.3%

" SAUK 374 120 Lh! 27 9 10 1 0 0 0 1] 0 0 612 38.9%
SAWYER 53 13 14 5 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 91 41.8%
SHAWANO 249 64 39 22 S5 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 381 34.6%
SHEBOYGAN 480 153 72 33 14 4 1 2 2 0 1 0 0 762 37.0%
TAYLOR 87 . 15 5 5 o 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 112 22.3%
TREMPEALEAU 125 31 13 7 4 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 185 324%
VERNON 89 30 11 7 7 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 147 39.5%
VILAS 113 61 34 14 6 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 231 51.1%
WALWORTH 596 168 55 39 11 2 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 875 31.9%
WASHBURN 107 25 26 7 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 169 36.7%
WASHINGTON 405 146 64 34 10 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 663 38.9%
WAUKESHA 1,649 462 243 97 37 11 5 2 0 0 0 0 0 2,506 34.2%
WAUPACA 217 68 36 22 5 3 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 353 38.5%
WAUSHARA 120 36 18 7 7 2 0 0. 0 0 1] 1 0 191 37.2%
WINNEBAGO 743 251 117 71 33 12 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,231 39.6%
WOOD 354 119 75 34 14 8 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 605 41.5%
TOTAL 21,744 6,156 3,441 1,549 623 234 76 27 10 3 4 2 1 | 33,870 35.8%
% of total 64.2% 18.2% 10.2% 4.6% 8% 0.7% 02% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0% 0.0%  0.0% [100.0% =
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